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DETAILED ACTION 
Priority 

1 . Receipt is acl^nowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 9(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Drawings 

2. Drawings 1-2 are objected to because they too dark as to ascertain what 
numbers are corresponding to particular parts. Corrected drawing sheets in compliance 
with 37 CFR 1 .121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of 
the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the 
figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is 
being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing should not be 
labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must 
be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures 
must be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the 
several views of the drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be 
necessary to show the renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet 
submitted after the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as 
either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121 (d). If the 
changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of 
any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings 
will not be held in abeyance. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 2 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. Specifically, 2 and 6 refer to "said part" but there are 
several parts of the structure discussed in claim 1 . For purposes of examination, the 
examiner will assume "said part" to be the metal part. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

6. Claim 1, 3-5, and 7-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Seredich et al. (US 5,239,226). 

Regarding claim 1, Seredich et al. (Seredich, hereafter) teaches (Figures 1-6), A lamp 
comprising a cap (50) and a burner (12) attached to the cap (50), wherein the burner 
(12) and the cap (50) are connected through a metal part (20), which part (20) engages 
(at points 32, 32' of 20) the burner (12), characterized in that the metal part (3) has at 
least two legs (22,22')), a portion of each leg (26,26' of 20)) engaging a corresponding 
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portion of the cap (51, left and riglit), said corresponding portion being of syntlietic resin 
material, which portion of each leg (50) has been heated in order to melt the synthetic 
resin material (Column 5, lines 1-5) and to deform it so as to correspond to the shape 
of the leg (26,26' of 20)), whereby a mutual engagement (28,28') and melted portion of 
cap (50) (Column 5, lines 1-5) of said portion of the leg (22,22') and said corresponding 
portion (52) of the cap (50) is obtained. 

Regarding claim 3, Seredich teaches (Figure 5) said metal part (20) comprises an 
annular portion (40,40') surrounding a portion of the burner (12), while said legs (22,22') 
extend from said annular portion (40,40'). 

Regarding claim 4, Seredich teaches (Figure 5) said annular portion (2) includes 
spring means (34,34'), so that said portion of the burner (12) is engaged by said annular 
portion (40, 40) by clamping. 

Regarding claim 5, Seredich teaches (Figure 5) at least portions of the legs (20,20') 
mutually diverge in the direction away from the burner (12). 

Regarding claim 7, Seredich teaches (Figure 5) said portion of each leg (22, 22') has a 
shape comprising one ((30,32 or 22) and (30' 32 or 22')) or more edges that enclose an 
angle with the longitudinal direction of the leg (22, 22')). 

Regarding claim 8, Seredich teaches (Figure 5), characterized in that said portion of 
each leg (22,22') comprises one or more holes (28,28'). 

Regarding claim 9, Seredich teaches a method of attaching the burner (12) of a lamp 
to the cap (50) of the lamp, whereby a metal part (20) is fixed to the burner (12) and 
said metal part (20) is fixed to the cap (50), characterized in that the metal part (20) has 
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at least two legs (22,22'), and in that-during fixation-the burner (12) and the cap (50) 
are kept in a predetermined position with respect to each other such that a portion 
(26,26') of each leg (22,22') abuts against a corresponding portion (51 , left and right) )of 
the cap (50), said corresponding portion being of synthetic resin material (Column 5, 
lines 5-10), in which method said portion of each leg (22,22') is heated in order to melt 
the synthetic resin material and to deform it (Column 5, lines 1-5) so as to correspond to 
the shape of the leg (22,22'), to obtain a mutual engagement of said portion (28,28') of 
the leg (22,22') and said corresponding portion (51 , left and right) of the cap (50). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 

the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 2 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Seredich et al. (US 5,239,226). 

Regarding claims 2 and 10, Seredich teaches the lamp as set forth above (see 
rejections claims 1 and 9). Seredich also teaches portions of the legs (26, 26' of 22,22') 
are heated by HF (high-frequency) heating (column 5, lines 1-5). Seredich discloses a 
two legged metal part., and does not explicitly teach a metal part with three legs (claim 
2 and 10). 
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However, the examiner notes tliat said part lias tliree legs is not sliown to solve 
any stated problem of yield any unexpected results that is not within the scope of the 
teachings applied. Additionally, the examiner notes that the device taught by the 
combined teachings of the applied art performs same functions in essentially the same 
manner as the claimed device. Accordingly, these different variances (i.e. two or three 
legs) is considered to be obvious design alternative. 

9. Claims 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Seredich et al. (US 5,239,226) in view of Helbig et al. (US 6,642,640 B1). 

Seredich teaches the lamp set forth above (see rejection claim 1). Seredich is 
silent concerning legs are leaf springs. 

In the same field of endeavor of discharge lamps, Helbig et al. teaches (Figure 1 ) 
the legs (8,9) are leaf springs (Column 1 , lines 50-55) in order to provide reliable 
electric contact between the base and the discharge vessel (Column 1 , lines 30-35). 

Therefore one of ordinary skill at the time of the invention would modify the lamp 
of Seredich with the legs being leaf springs in order to provide reliable electric contact 
between the base and the discharge vessel as taught by Helbig et al. 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to TRACIE Y. GREEN whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3104. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday, 7:30 am 
- 5:00 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nimesh Patel can be reached on 571/272-2457. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Tracie Y Green/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2879 



/Sikha Roy/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2879 



